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INVERSE SCATTERING FOR THE MASSIVE THIRRING MODEL
DMITRY E. PELINOVSKY AND AARON SAALMANN
Abstract. We consider the massive Thirring model in the laboratory coordinates and explain how
the inverse scattering transform can be developed with the Riemann–Hilbert approach. The key
ingredient of our technique is to transform the corresponding spectral problem to two equivalent
forms: one is suitable for the spectral parameter at the origin and the other one is suitable for the
spectral parameter at infinity. Global solutions to the massive Thirring model are recovered from
the reconstruction formulae at the origin and at infinity.
1. Introduction
The massive Thirring model (MTM) was derived by Thirring in 1958 [33] in the context of
general relativity. It represents a relativistically invariant nonlinear Dirac equation in the space of
one dimension. Another relativistically invariant one-dimensional Dirac equation is given by the
Gross–Neveu model [12] also known as the massive Soler model [32] when it is written in the space
of three dimensions.
It was discovered in 1970s by Mikhailov [24], Kuznetsov and Mikhailov [21], Orfanidis [25], Kaup
and Newell [18] that the MTM is integrable with the inverse scattering transform method in the
sense that it admits a Lax pair, countably many conserved quantities, the Ba¨cklund transformation,
and other common features of integrable models. We write the MTM system in the laboratory
coordinates by using the normalized form:
(1.1)
{
i(ut + ux) + v + |v|2u = 0,
i(vt − vx) + u+ |u|2v = 0.
The MTM system (1.1) appears as the compatibility condition in the Lax representation
(1.2) Lt −Ax + [L,A] = 0,
where the 2× 2-matrices L and A are given by
(1.3) L =
i
4
(|u|2 − |v|2)σ3 − iλ
2
(
0 v
v 0
)
+
i
2λ
(
0 u
u 0
)
+
i
4
(
λ2 − 1
λ2
)
σ3
and
(1.4) A = − i
4
(|u|2 + |v|2)σ3 − iλ
2
(
0 v
v 0
)
− i
2λ
(
0 u
u 0
)
+
i
4
(
λ2 +
1
λ2
)
σ3.
Other forms of L and A with nonzero trace have also been introduced by Barashenkov and Get-
manov [1]. The traceless representation of L and A in (1.3) and (1.4) is more useful for inverse
scattering transforms.
Formal inverse scattering results for the linear operators (1.3) and (1.4) can be found in [21]. The
first steps towards rigorous developments of the inverse scattering transform for the MTM system
(1.1) were made in 1990s by Villarroel [34] and Zhou [38]. In the former work, the treatment
of the Riemann–Hilbert problems is sketchy, whereas in the latter work, an abstract method to
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solve Riemann–Hilbert problems with rational spectral dependence is developed with applications
to the sine–Gordon equation in the laboratory coordinates. Although the MTM system (1.1) does
not appear in the list of examples in [38], one can show that the abstract method of Zhou is also
applicable to the MTM system.
The present paper relies on recent progress in the inverse scattering transform method for the
derivative NLS equation [27, 29]. The key element of our technique is a transformation of the
spectral plane λ for the operator L in (1.3) to the spectral plane z = λ2 for a different spectral
problem. This transformation can be performed uniformly in the λ plane for the Kaup–Newell
spectral problem related to the derivative NLS equation [19]. In the contrast, one needs to consider
separately the subsets of the λ plane near the origin and near infinity for the operator L in (1.3)
due to its rational dependence on λ. Therefore, two Riemann–Hilbert problems are derived for the
MTM system (1.1) with the components (u, v): the one near λ = 0 recovers u and the other one
near λ =∞ recovers v.
Let L˙2,m(R) denote the space of square integrable functions with the weight |x|m for m ∈ Z
so that L2,m(R) ≡ L˙2,m(R) ∩ L2(R). Let H˙n,m(R) denote the Sobolev space of functions, the
n-th derivative of which is square integrable with the weight |x|m for n ∈ N and m ∈ Z so that
Hn,m(R) ≡ H˙n,m(R) ∩ L˙2,m(R) ∩ Hn(R) with Hn(R) ≡ H˙n(R) ∩ L2(R). Norms on any of these
spaces are introduced according to the standard convention.
The inverse scattering transform for the linear operators (1.3) and (1.4) can be controlled when
the potential (u, v) belongs to the function space
(1.5) X(u,v) := H
2(R) ∩H1,1(R).
Transformations of the spectral plane employed here allow us to give a sharp requirement on the L2-
based Hilbert spaces, for which the Riemann–Hilbert problem can be solved by using the technique
from Deift and Zhou [11, 37]. Note that both the direct and inverse scattering transforms for the
NLS equation are solved in function space H1(R) ∩ L2,1(R), which is denoted by the same symbol
H1,1(R) in the previous works [11, 37]. Compared to this space, the reflection coefficients (r+, r−)
introduced in our paper for the linear operators (1.3) and (1.4) belong to the function space
(1.6) X(r+,r−) := H˙
1(R \[−1, 1]) ∩ H˙1,1([−1, 1]) ∩ L˙2,1(R) ∩ L˙2,−2(R).
In the application of the inverse scattering transform to the derivative NLS equation, alternative
methods were recently developed [16, 22] based on a different (gauge) transformation of the Kaup–
Newell spectral problem to the spectral problem for the Gerdjikov–Ivanov equation. Both the
potentials and the reflection coefficients were controlled in the same function space H2(R)∩L2,2(R)
[16, 22]. These function spaces are more restrictive compared to the function spaces for the potential
and the reflection coefficients used in [27, 29].
Unlike the recent literature on the derivative NLS equation, our interest to the inverse scattering
for the MTM system (1.1) is not related to the well-posedness problems. Indeed, the local and
global existence of solutions to the Cauchy problem for the MTM system (1.1) in the L2-based
Sobolev spaces Hm(R), m ∈ N can be proven with the standard contraction and energy methods,
see review of literature in [26]. Low regularity solutions in L2(R) were already obtained for the
MTM system by Selberg and Tesfahun [31], Candy [5], Huh [13, 14, 15], and Zhang [35, 36]. The
well-posedness results can be formulated as follows.
Theorem 1. [5, 15] For every (u0, v0) ∈ Hm(R), m ∈ N, there exists a unique global solution
(u, v) ∈ C(R,Hm(R)) such that (u, v)|t=0 = (u0, v0) and the solution (u, v) depends continuously
on the initial data (u0, v0). Moreover, for every (u0, v0) ∈ L2(R), there exists a global solution
(u, v) ∈ C(R, L2(R)) such that (u, v)|t=0 = (u0, v0). The solution (u, v) is unique in a certain
subspace of C(R, L2(R)) and it depends continuously on the initial data (u0, v0).
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The inverse scattering transform and the reconstruction formulas for the global solutions (u, v)
to the MTM system (1.1) can be used to solve other interesting analytical problems such as long-
range scattering to zero [6], orbital and asymptotic stability of the Dirac solitons [9, 28], and an
analytical proof of the soliton resolution conjecture. Similar questions have been recently addressed
in the context of the cubic NLS equation [8, 10, 30] and the derivative NLS equation [17, 23].
The goal of our paper is to explain how the inverse scattering transform for the linear opera-
tors (1.3) and (1.4) can be developed by using the Riemann–Hilbert problem. For simplicity of
presentation, we assume that the initial data to the MTM system (1.1) admit no eigenvalues and
resonances in the sense of Definition 1 given in Section 3. Note that eigenvalues can be easily added
by using Ba¨cklund transformation for the MTM system [9], whereas resonances can be removed by
perturbations of initial data [3] (see relevant results in [27]). The following theorem represents the
main result of this paper.
Theorem 2. For every (u0, v0) ∈ X(u,v) admitting no eigenvalues or resonances in the sense of
Definition 1, there is a direct scattering transform with the spectral data (r+, r−) defined in X(r+,r−).
The unique solution (u, v) ∈ C(R,X(u,v)) to the MTM system (1.1) can be uniquely recovered by
means of the inverse scattering transform for every t ∈ R.
The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes Jost functions obtained after two trans-
formations of the differential operator L given by (1.3). Section 3 is used to set up scattering
coefficients (r+, r−) and to introduce the scattering relations between the Jost functions. Section
4 explains how the Riemann–Hilbert problems can be solved and how the potentials (u, v) can be
recovered in the time evolution of the MTM system (1.1). Section 5 concludes the paper with a
review of open questions.
2. Jost functions
The linear operator L in (1.3) can be rewritten in the form:
L = Q(λ;u, v) +
i
4
(
λ2 − 1
λ2
)
σ3,
where
Q(λ;u, v) =
i
4
(|u|2 − |v|2)σ3 − iλ
2
(
0 v
v 0
)
+
i
2λ
(
0 u
u 0
)
.
Here we freeze the time variable t and drop it from the list of arguments. Assuming fast decay of
(u, v) to (0, 0) as |x| → ∞, solutions to the spectral problem
(2.1) ψx = Lψ
can be defined by the following asymptotic behavior:
ψ
(−)
1 (x;λ) ∼
(
1
0
)
eix(λ
2−λ−2)/4, ψ
(−)
2 (x;λ) ∼
(
0
1
)
e−ix(λ
2−λ−2)/4 as x→ −∞
and
ψ
(+)
1 (x;λ) ∼
(
1
0
)
eix(λ
2−λ−2)/4, ψ
(+)
2 (x;λ) ∼
(
0
1
)
e−ix(λ
2−λ−2)/4 as x→ +∞.
The normalized Jost functions
(2.2) ϕ±(x;λ) = ψ
(±)
1 (x;λ)e
−ix(λ2−λ−2)/4, φ±(x;λ) = ψ
(±)
2 (x;λ)e
ix(λ2−λ−2)/4
satisfy the constant boundary conditions at infinity:
(2.3) lim
x→±∞
ϕ±(x;λ) = e1 and lim
x→±∞
φ±(x;λ) = e2,
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where e1 = (1, 0)
T and e2 = (0, 1)
T . The normalized Jost functions are solutions to the following
Volterra integral equations:
ϕ±(x;λ) = e1 +
∫ x
±∞
(
1 0
0 e−
i
2
(λ2−λ−2)(x−y)
)
Q(λ;u(y), v(y)) ϕ±(y;λ)dy,(2.4a)
φ±(x;λ) = e2 +
∫ x
±∞
(
e
i
2
(λ2−λ−2)(x−y) 0
0 1
)
Q(λ;u(y), v(y)) φ±(y;λ)dy.(2.4b)
A standard assumption in analyzing Volterra integral equations is Q(λ;u(·), v(·)) ∈ L1(R) for
fixed λ 6= 0 which is equivalent to (u, v) ∈ L1(R) ∩ L2(R) by the definition of Q. In this case,
for every λ ∈ (R∪iR) \ {0}, Volterra integral equations (2.4) admit unique solutions ϕ±(·;λ) and
φ±(·;λ) in the space L∞(R). However, even if (u, v) ∈ L1(R)∩L2(R) the L1-norm of Q(λ;u(·), v(·))
is not controlled uniformly in λ as λ → 0 and |λ| → ∞. This causes difficulties in studying the
behaviour of ϕ±(·;λ) and φ±(·;λ) as λ → 0 and |λ| → ∞ and thus we need to transform the
spectral problem (2.1) to two equivalent forms. These two transformations generalize the exact
transformation of the Kaup–Newell spectral problem to the Zakharov–Shabat spectral problem,
see [19, 29].
2.1. Transformation of the Jost functions for small λ. Assume u ∈ L∞(R), λ 6= 0, and define
the transformation matrix by
(2.5) T (u;λ) :=
(
1 0
u λ−1
)
.
Let ψ be a solution of the spectral problem (2.1) and define Ψ := Tψ. Straightforward computations
show that Ψ satisfies the equivalent linear equation
(2.6) Ψx = LΨ,
with new linear operator
(2.7) L = Q1(u, v) + λ2Q2(u, v) + i
4
(
λ2 − 1
λ2
)
σ3
where
Q1(u, v) =
( − i4(|u|2 + |v|2) i2u
ux − i2u|v|2 − i2v i4 (|u|2 + |v|2)
)
, Q2(u, v) =
i
2
(
uv −v
u+ u2v −uv
)
.
Let us define z := λ2 and introduce the partition C = B0 ∪ S1 ∪B∞ with
(2.8) B0 := {z ∈ C : |z| < 1}, S1 := {z ∈ C : |z| = 1}, B∞ := {z ∈ C : |z| > 1}.
The second term in (2.7) is bounded if z ∈ B0. The normalized Jost functions associated to
the spectral problem (2.6) denoted by {m±, n±} can be obtained from the original Jost functions
{ϕ±, ψ±} by the transformation formulas:
(2.9) m±(x; z) = T (u(x);λ)ϕ±(x;λ), n±(x; z) = λT (u(x);λ)φ±(x;λ),
subject to the constant boundary conditions at infinity:
(2.10) lim
x→±∞
m±(x;λ) = e1 and lim
x→±∞
n±(x;λ) = e2.
INVERSE SCATTERING FOR THE MASSIVE THIRRING MODEL 5
The transformed Jost functions are solutions to the following Volterra integral equations:
m±(x; z) = e1(2.11a)
+
∫ x
±∞
(
1 0
0 e−
i
2
(z−z−1)(x−y)
)
[Q1(u(y), v(y)) + zQ2(u(y), v(y))]m±(y; z)dy,
n±(x; z) =(2.11b)
e2 +
∫ x
±∞
(
e
i
2
(z−z−1)(x−y) 0
0 1
)
[Q1(u(y), v(y)) + zQ2(u(y), v(y))] n±(y; z)dy.
Compared to [29], we have an additional term i2z(x − y) in the argument of the oscillatory kernel
and the additional term zQ2(u, v) under the integration sign. However, both additional terms are
bounded in B0 where |z| < 1. Therefore, the same analysis as in the proof of Lemmas 1 and 2 in
[29] yields the following.
Lemma 1. Let (u, v) ∈ L1(R) ∩L∞(R) and ux ∈ L1(R). For every z ∈ (−1, 1), there exist unique
solutions m±(·; z) ∈ L∞(R) and n±(·; z) ∈ L∞(R) satisfying the integral equations (2.11). For
every x ∈ R, m±(x, ·) and n∓(x, ·) are continued analytically in C± ∩B0. There exist a positive
constant C such that
(2.12) ‖m±(·; z)‖L∞ + ‖n∓(·; z)‖L∞ ≤ C, z ∈ C± ∩B0.
Lemma 2. Under the conditions of Lemma 1, for every x ∈ R the normalized Jost functions m±
and n± satisfy the following limits as Im(z)→ 0 along a contour in the domains of their analyticity:
(2.13) lim
z→0
m±(x; z)
m∞± (x)
= e1, lim
z→0
n±(x; z)
n∞± (x)
= e2,
where
m∞± (x) = e
− i
4
∫ x
±∞
(|u|2+|v|2)dy, n∞± (x) = e
i
4
∫ x
±∞
(|u|2+|v|2)dy.
If in addition u ∈ C1(R), then
lim
z→0
1
z
[
m±(x; z)
m∞± (x)
− e1
]
=
( − ∫ x±∞ [u(ux − i2u|v|2 − i2v)− i2uv] dy
2iux + u|v|2 + v
)
,(2.14a)
lim
z→0
1
z
[
n±(x; z)
n∞± (x)
− e2
]
=
(
u∫ x
±∞
[
u(ux − i2u|v|2 − i2v)− i2uv
]
dy
)
.(2.14b)
Remark 1. By Sobolev’s embedding of H1(R) into the space of continuous, bounded, and decaying
at infinity functions, if u ∈ H1(R), then u ∈ C(R) ∩ L∞(R) and u(x) → 0 as |x| → ∞. By
the embedding of L2,1(R) into L1(R), if u ∈ H1,1(R), then u ∈ L1(R) and ux ∈ L1(R). Thus,
requirements of Lemma 1 are satisfied if (u, v) ∈ H1,1(R). The additional requirement u ∈ C1(R)
of Lemma 2 is satisfied if u ∈ H2(R). Hence, X(u,v) in (1.5) is an optimal L2-based Sobolev space
for direct scattering of the MTM system (1.1).
Remark 2. Notations (m±, n±) for the Jost functions used here are different from notations
(m±, n±) used in [29], where an additional transformation was used to generate n± (denoted by
p± in [29]). This additional transformation is not necessary for our further work.
2.2. Transformation of the Jost functions for large λ. Assume v ∈ L∞(R) and define the
transformation matrix by
(2.15) T̂ (v;λ) :=
(
1 0
v λ
)
.
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Let ψ be a solution of the spectral problem (2.1) and define Ψ̂ := T̂ψ. Straightforward computations
show that Ψ̂ satisfies the equivalent linear equation
(2.16) Ψ̂x = L̂Ψ̂,
with new linear operator
(2.17) L̂ = Q̂1(u, v) + 1
λ2
Q̂2(u, v) +
i
4
(
λ2 − 1
λ2
)
σ3
where
Q̂1(u, v) =
(
i
4(|u|2 + |v|2) − i2v
vx +
i
2 |u|2v + i2u − i4(|u|2 + |v|2)
)
, Q̂2(u, v) = − i
2
(
uv −u
v + uv2 −uv
)
.
We introduce the same variable z := λ2 and note that the second term in (2.17) is now bounded
for z ∈ B∞. The normalized Jost functions associated to the spectral problem (2.6) denoted
by {m̂±, n̂±} can be obtained from the original Jost functions {ϕ±, ψ±} by the transformation
formulas:
(2.18) m̂±(x; z) = T̂ (v(x);λ)ϕ±(x;λ), n̂±(x; z) = λ
−1T̂ (v(x);λ)φ±(x;λ),
subject to the constant boundary conditions at infinity:
(2.19) lim
x→±∞
m̂±(x;λ) = e1 and lim
x→±∞
n̂±(x;λ) = e2.
The transformed Jost functions are solutions to the following Volterra integral equations:
m̂±(x; z) =(2.20a)
e1 +
∫ x
±∞
(
1 0
0 e−
i
2
(z−z−1)(x−y)
)[
Q̂1(u(y), v(y)) + z
−1Q̂2(u(y), v(y))
]
m̂±(y; z)dy,
n̂±(x; z) =(2.20b)
e2 +
∫ x
±∞
(
e
i
2
(z−z−1)(x−y) 0
0 1
)[
Q̂1(u(y), v(y)) + z
−1Q̂2(u(y), v(y))
]
n̂±(y; z)dy.
Again, we have an additional term i2z
−1(x − y) in the argument of the oscillatory kernel and
the additional term z−1Q̂2(u, v) under the integration sign. However, both additional terms are
bounded in B∞ where |z| > 1. The following two lemmas contain results analogous to Lemmas 1
and 2.
Lemma 3. Let (u, v) ∈ L1(R) ∩ L∞(R) and vx ∈ L1(R). For every z ∈ R \[−1, 1], there exist
unique solutions m̂±(·; z) ∈ L∞(R) and n̂±(·; z) ∈ L∞(R) satisfying the integral equations (2.20).
For every x ∈ R, m̂±(x, ·) and n̂∓(x, ·) are continued analytically in C± ∩B∞. There exist a positive
constant C such that
(2.21) ‖m̂±(·; z)‖L∞ + ‖n̂∓(·; z)‖L∞ ≤ C, z ∈ C± ∩B∞.
Lemma 4. Under the conditions of Lemma 3, for every x ∈ R the normalized Jost functions
m̂± and n̂± satisfy the following limits as Im(z) → ∞ along a contour in the domains of their
analyticity:
(2.22) lim
|z|→∞
m̂±(x; z)
m̂∞± (x)
= e1, lim
|z|→∞
n̂±(x; z)
n̂∞± (x)
= e2,
where
m̂∞± (x) = e
i
4
∫ x
±∞
(|u|2+|v|2)dy, n̂∞± (x) = e
− i
4
∫ x
±∞
(|u|2+|v|2)dy.
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If in addition v ∈ C1(R), then
lim
|z|→∞
z
[
m̂±(x; z)
m̂∞± (x)
− e1
]
=
( − ∫ x±∞ [v(vx + i2 |u|2v + i2u) + i2uv] dy
−2ivx + |u|2v + u
)
,(2.23a)
lim
|z|→∞
z
[
n̂±(x; z)
n̂∞± (x)
− e2
]
=
(
v∫ x
±∞
[
v(vx +
i
2 |u|2v + i2u) + i2uv
]
dy
)
.(2.23b)
2.3. Continuation of the transformed Jost functions across S1. In Lemmas 1 and 3 we
showed the existence of the transformed Jost functions
{m±(·; z), n±(·; z)}, z ∈ B0, and {m̂±(·; z), n̂±(·; z)}, z ∈ B∞,
respectively, where the partition (2.8) is used. Because both sets of the transformed Jost functions
are connected to the set {ϕ±, φ±} of the original Jost functions by the transformation formulas
(2.9) and (2.18), respectively, we find the following connection formulas for every z ∈ S1:
m±(x; z) =
(
1 0
u(x)− z−1v(x) z−1
)
m̂±(x; z),(2.24a)
n±(x; z) =
(
z 0
u(x)z − v(x) 1
)
n̂±(x; z),(2.24b)
or in the opposite direction,
m̂±(x; z) =
(
1 0
v(x) − zu(x) z
)
m±(x; z),(2.25a)
n̂±(x; z) =
(
z−1 0
v(x)z−1 − u(x) 1
)
n±(x; z).(2.25b)
By Lemmas 3 and 4, the right-hand sides of (2.24a) and (2.24b) yield analytic continuations
of m±(x; ·) and n∓(x; ·) in C± ∩B∞ respectively with the following limits as Im(z) → ∞ along a
contour in the domains of their analyticity:
(2.26) lim
|z|→∞
m±(x; z)
m̂∞± (x)
= e1 + u(x)e2, lim
|z|→∞
n±(x; z)
n̂∞± (x)
= v¯(x)e1 + (1 + u(x)v¯(x))e2.
Analogously, by Lemmas 1 and 2, the right-hand sides of (2.25a) and (2.25b) yield analytic con-
tinuations of m̂±(x; ·) and n̂∓(x; ·) in C± ∩B0 respectively with the following limits as Im(z) → 0
along a contour in the domains of their analyticity:
(2.27) lim
z→0
m̂±(x; z)
m∞± (x)
= e1 + v(x)e2, lim
z→0
n̂±(x; z)
n∞± (x)
= u¯(x)e1 + (1 + u¯(x)v(x))e2.
By Lemmas 1, 2, 3, 4, and the continuation formulas (2.24), (2.25), we obtain the following result.
Lemma 5. Let (u, v) ∈ L1(R)∩L∞(R) and (ux, vx) ∈ L1(R).. For every x ∈ R the Jost functions
defined by the integral equations (2.11) and (2.20) can be continued such that m±(x; ·), n∓(x; ·),
m̂±(x; ·), and n̂∓(x; ·) are analytic in C± and continuous in C± ∪R with bounded limits as z → 0
and |z| → ∞ given by (2.13), (2.22), (2.26), (2.27).
3. Scattering coefficients
In order to define the scattering coefficients between the transformed Jost functions {m±, n±}
and {m̂±, n̂±}, we go back to the original Jost functions {ϕ±, φ±}. For every λ ∈ (R∪iR) \ {0},
we define the standard form of the scattering relation by(
ϕ−(x;λ)e
ix(λ2−λ−2)/4
φ−(x;λ)e
−ix(λ2−λ−2)/4
)
=
(
α(λ) β(λ)
γ(λ) δ(λ)
)(
ϕ+(x;λ)e
ix(λ2−λ−2)/4
φ+(x;λ)e
−ix(λ2−λ−2)/4
)
.(3.1)
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Since the operator L in (1.3) admits the symmetry
φ±(x;λ) = ±
(
0 −1
1 0
)
ϕ±
(
x;λ
)
,
we obtain
(3.2) γ(λ) = −β(λ), δ(λ) = α(λ), λ ∈ (R∪iR) \ {0}.
Since the matrix operator L in (1.3) has zero trace, the Wronskian determinant W of any
two solutions to the spectral problem (2.1) for any λ ∈ C is independent of x. By computing
the Wronskian determinants of the solutions {ϕ−, φ+} and {ϕ+, ϕ−} as x → +∞ and using the
scattering relation (3.1) and the asymptotic behavior of the Jost functions {ϕ±, ψ±}, we obtain
(3.3)
 α(λ) =W
(
ϕ−(x;λ)e
ix(λ2−λ−2)/4, φ+(x;λ)e
−ix(λ2−λ−2)/4
)
,
β(λ) =W
(
ϕ+(x;λ)e
ix(λ2−λ−2)/4, ϕ−(x;λ)e
ix(λ2−λ−2)/4
)
.
It follows from the asymptotic behavior of {ϕ−, φ−} as x→ −∞ thatW (ϕ−, φ−) = 1. Substituting
(3.1) and using the the asymptotic behavior of {ϕ+, φ+} as x→ +∞ yield the following constraint
on the scattering data:
(3.4) α(λ)δ(λ) − β(λ)γ(λ) = 1, λ ∈ (R∪iR) \ {0}.
In view of the constraints (3.2), the constraint (3.4) can be written as
(3.5) α(λ)α(λ) + β(λ)β(λ) = 1, λ ∈ (R∪iR) \ {0}.
By using the transformation formulas (2.9) we can rewrite the scattering relation (3.1) in terms
of the transformed Jost functions {m±, n±}. In particular, we apply T (u;λ) to the first equation
in (3.1) and λT (u;λ) to the second equation in (3.1), so that we obtain for z ∈ R\{0},(
m−(x; z)e
ix(z−z−1)/4
n−(x; z)e
−ix(z−z−1)/4
)
=
(
a(z) b+(z)
−b−(z) a(z)
)(
m+(x; z)e
ix(z−z−1)/4
n+(x; z)e
−ix(z−z−1)/4
)
,(3.6)
where we have recalled z = λ2 and defined the scattering coefficients:
(3.7) a(z) := α(λ), b+(z) := λ
−1β(λ), b−(z) := λβ(λ), z ∈ R\{0}.
Since m±(x; z) and n±(x; z) depend on z = λ
2, we deduce that α is even in λ and β is odd in λ for
λ ∈ (R∪iR) \ {0}. The latter condition yields λβ(λ) = λβ(λ), which has been used already in the
expression (3.7) for b−(z). Thanks to the relation (3.5), we have the following constraints
(3.8)
{ |α(λ)|2 + |β(λ)|2 = 1, λ ∈ R\{0},
|α(λ)|2 − |β(λ)|2 = 1, λ ∈ iR\{0}.
Since the matrix operator L in (2.7) has zero trace, the Wronskian determinant W of any two
solutions to the spectral problem (2.6) is also independent of x. As a result, by computing the
Wronskian determinant as x → +∞ and using the asymptotic behavior of the Jost functions
{m±, n±}, we obtain from the scattering relation (3.6) for z ∈ R\{0}:
(3.9)

a(z) =W
(
m−(x; z)e
ix(z−z−1)/4, n+(x; z)e
−ix(z−z−1)/4
)
,
b+(z) =W
(
m+(x; z)e
ix(z−z−1)/4,m−(x; z)e
ix(z−z−1)/4
)
,
b−(z) =W
(
n+(x; z)e
−ix(z−z−1)/4, n−(x; z)e
−ix(z−z−1)/4
)
,
in accordance with the representation (3.3).
Analogously, by using the transformation formulas (2.18) we can rewrite the scattering relation
(3.1) in terms of the transformed Jost functions {m̂±, n̂±}. In particular, we apply T̂ (u;λ) to
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the first equation in (3.1) and λ−1T̂ (u;λ) to the second equation in (3.1), so that we obtain for
z ∈ R \{0},(
m̂−(x; z)e
ix(z−z−1)/4
n̂−(x; z)e
−ix(z−z−1)/4
)
=
(
â(z) b̂+(z)
−b̂−(z) â(z)
)(
m̂+(x; z)e
ix(z−z−1)/4
n̂+(x; z)e
−ix(z−z−1)/4
)
,(3.10)
where we have recalled z = λ2 and defined the scattering coefficients
(3.11) â(z) := α(λ), b̂+(z) := λβ(λ), b̂−(z) := λ
−1β(λ), z ∈ R \{0}.
Since the matrix operator L̂ in (2.17) has zero trace, we obtain from the scattering relation (3.10)
for z ∈ R\{0}:
(3.12)

â(z) =W
(
m̂−(x; z)e
ix(z−z−1)/4, n̂+(x; z)e
−ix(z−z−1)/4
)
,
b̂+(z) =W
(
m̂+(x; z)e
ix(z−z−1)/4, m̂−(x; z)e
ix(z−z−1)/4
)
,
b̂−(z) =W
(
n̂+(x; z)e
−ix(z−z−1)/4, n̂−(x; z)e
−ix(z−z−1)/4
)
,
in accordance with the representation (3.3).
It follows from (3.7) and (3.11) that the two sets of scattering data are actually related by
(3.13) â(z) = a(z), b̂+(z) = b−(z), b̂−(z) = b+(z), z ∈ R\{0}.
These relations are in agreement with the continuation formulas (2.24) and (2.25). By using the
representations (3.9) and (3.12), as well as Lemma 2, 4, and 5, we obtain the following.
Lemma 6. Let (u, v) ∈ L1(R)∩L∞(R) and (ux, vx) ∈ L1(R). Then, a = â is continued analytically
into C− with the following limits in C−:
(3.14) lim
z→0
a(z) = e−
i
4
∫
R
(|u|2+|v|2)dy =: a0
and
(3.15) lim
|z|→∞
a(z) = e
i
4
∫
R
(|u|2+|v|2)dy =: a∞.
On the other hand, b± = b̂± are not continued analytically beyond the real line and satisfy the
following limits on R:
(3.16) lim
z→0
b±(z) = lim
|z|→∞
b±(z) = 0.
To simplify the inverse scattering transform, we consider the case of no eigenvalues or resonances
in the spectral problem (2.1) in the sense of the following definition.
Definition 1. We say that the potential (u, v) admits an eigenvalue at z0 ∈ C− if a(z0) = 0 and a
resonance at z0 ∈ R if a(z0) = 0.
By taking the limit x→ +∞ in the Volterra integral equations (2.11a) and (2.20a) for m− and
m̂− respectively and comparing it with the first equations in the scattering relations (3.6) and
(3.10), we obtain the following equivalent representations for a = â:
a(z) = 1− i
4
∫
R
[
(|u|2 + |v|2)m(1)− − 2u¯m(2)− − 2zv¯(um(1)− −m(2)− )
]
dx, z ∈ B0 ∩ C−,(3.17a)
a(z) = 1 +
i
4
∫
R
[
(|u|2 + |v|2)m̂(1)− − 2v¯m̂(2)− − 2z−1u¯(vm̂(1)− − m̂(2)− )
]
dx, z ∈ B∞ ∩ C−,(3.17b)
where the superscripts denote components of the Jost functions. If (u, v) ∈ H1,1(R) are defined in
the ball of radius δ for some δ ∈ (0, 1), then constants C in (2.12) and (2.21) are independent of δ.
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Then, it follows from (3.17) that if δ is sufficiently small, then the integrals can be made as small
as needed for every z ∈ C− ∪R. This implies the following.
Lemma 7. Let (u, v) ∈ L1(R) ∩ L∞(R) and (ux, vx) ∈ L1(R) be sufficiently small. Then (u, v)
does not admit eigenvalues or resonances in the sense of Definition 1.
Remark 3. The result of Lemma 7 was first obtained in Theorem 6.1 in [26]. No transformation
of the spectral problem (2.1) was employed in [26]. Transformations similar to those we are using
here were employed later in [29] in the context of the derivative NLS equation.
Remark 4. The result of Lemma 7 is useful for the study of long-range scattering from small initial
data. Eigenvalues can always be included by using Ba¨cklund transformation for the MTM system
[9, 27]. Resonances are structurally unstable and can be removed by perturbations of initial data
[3, 27].
4. Riemann–Hilbert problems
We will derive two Riemann–Hilbert problems. The first problem is formulated for the trans-
formed Jost functions {m±, n±}, whereas the second problem is formulated for the transformed
Jost functions {m̂±, n̂±}. Thanks to the asymptotic representations (2.14) and (2.23), the first
problem is useful for reconstruction of the component u as z → 0, whereas the second problem is
useful for reconstruction of the component v as |z| → ∞, both components satisfy the MTM system
(1.1). This pioneering idea has first appeared on a formal level in [34]. The following assumption
is used to simplify solutions to the Riemann–Hilbert problems.
Assumption 1. Assume that the scattering coefficient a admits no zeros in C− ∪ R.
Assumption 1 corresponds to the initial data (u0, v0) which admit no eigenvalues or resonances
in the sense of Definition 1. By Lemma 7, the assumption is satisfied if the H1,1(R) norm on the
initial data is sufficiently small. Since a is continued analytically into C− by Lemma 6 with nonzero
limits (3.14) and (3.15), zeros of a lie in a compact set. Therefore, if a admits no zeros in C− ∪ R
by Assumption 1, then there is A > 0 such that |a(z)| ≥ A for every z ∈ R.
4.1. Riemann-Hilbert problem for the potential u. The asymptotic limit (2.26) presents
a challenge to use {m±, n±} for reconstruction of (u, v) as |z| → ∞. On the other hand, the
reconstruction formula for (u, v) in terms of {m±, n±} is available from the asymptotic limit (2.14)
as z → 0. In order to avoid this complication, we use the inversion transformation ω = 1/z, which
maps 0 to ∞ and vice versa. The analyticity regions swap under the inversion transformation so
that {m−, n+} become analytic in C+ for ω and {m+, n−} become analytic in C− for ω.
Let us define matrices P±(x;ω) ∈ C2×2 for every x ∈ R and ω ∈ R by
(4.1) P+(x;ω) :=
[
m−(x;ω
−1)
a(ω−1)
, n+(x;ω
−1)
]
, P−(x;ω) :=
[
m+(x;ω
−1),
n−(x;ω
−1)
a(ω−1)
]
,
and two reflection coefficients
(4.2) r±(ω) =
b±(ω
−1)
a(ω−1)
, ω ∈ R,
The scattering relation (3.6) can be rewritten as the following jump condition for the Riemann–
Hilbert problem:
P+(x;ω) = P−(x;ω)
[
1 + r+(ω)r−(ω) r−(ω)e
− i
2
(ω−ω−1)x
r+(ω)e
i
2
(ω−ω−1)x 1
]
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If the scattering coefficient a satisfies Assumption 1, then P±(x; ·) for every x ∈ R are continued
analytically in C± by Lemmas 5 and 6. We denote these continuations by the same letters. Asymp-
totic limits (2.13) and (3.14) yield the following behavior of P±(x;ω) for large |ω| in the domains
of their analyticity:
P±(x;ω)→
[
m∞+ (x) 0
0 n∞+ (x)
]
=: P∞(x) as |ω| → ∞.
Since we prefer to work with x-independent boundary conditions, we normalize the boundary
conditions by defining
(4.3) M±(x;ω) := [P
∞(x)]−1 P±(x;ω), ω ∈ C± .
The following Riemann-Hilbert problem is formulated for the function M(x; ·).
Riemann-Hilbert problem 1. For each x ∈ R, find a 2 × 2-matrix valued function M(x; ·)
such that
(1) M(x; ·) is piecewise analytic in C \R with continuous boundary values
M±(x;ω) = lim
ε↓0
M(x;ω ± iε), z ∈ R.
(2) M(x;ω)→ I as |ω| → ∞.
(3) The boundary values M±(x; ·) on R satisfy the jump relation
M+(x;ω)−M−(x;ω) =M−(x;ω)R(x;ω), ω ∈ R,
where
R(x;ω) :=
[
r+(ω)r−(ω) r−(ω)e
− i
2
(ω−ω−1)x
r+(ω)e
i
2
(ω−ω−1)x 0
]
.
It follows from the asymptotic limits (2.14) and the normalization (4.3) that the components
(u, v) of the MTM system (1.1) are related to the solution of the Riemann–Hilbert problem 1 by
using the following reconstruction formulas:
(4.4)
[
2iu′(x) + u(x)|v(x)|2 + v(x)] e i2 ∫+∞x (|u|2+|v|2)dy = lim
|ω|→∞
ω[M(x;ω)]21
and
(4.5) u(x)e−
i
2
∫+∞
x
(|u|2+|v|2)dy = lim
|ω|→∞
ω[M(x;ω)]12,
where the subscript denotes the element of the 2× 2 matrix M .
Remark 5. The gauge factors in (4.4)–(4.5) appear because of the normalization (4.3) and the
asymptotic limits (2.14). A different approach was utilized in [16, 22] to avoid these gauge factors.
The inverse scattering transform was developed to a different spectral problem, which was obtained
from the Kaup–Newell spectral problem after a gauge transformation.
4.2. Riemann-Hilbert problem for the potential v. Let us define matrices P̂±(x; z) ∈ C2×2
for every x ∈ R and z ∈ R by
(4.6) P̂+(x; z) :=
[
m̂+(x; z),
n̂−(x; z)
â(z)
]
, P̂−(x; z) :=
[
m̂−(x; z)
â(z)
, n̂+(x; z)
]
,
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and two reflection coefficients by
(4.7) r̂±(z) =
b̂±(z)
â(z)
=
b∓(z)
a(z)
, z ∈ R,
where the relations (3.13) have been used. The scattering relation (3.10) can be rewritten as the
following jump condition for the Riemann–Hilbert problem:
P̂+(x; z) = P̂−(x; z)
[
1 −r̂−(z)e i2 (z−z−1)x
−r̂+(z)e− i2 (z−z−1)x 1 + r̂+(z)r̂−(z)
]
If the scattering coefficient a satisfies Assumption 1, then P̂±(x; ·) for every x ∈ R are continued
analytically in C± by Lemmas 5 and 6. We denote these continuations by the same letters. As-
ymptotic limits (2.22) and (3.15) yield the following behavior of P̂ (x; z) for large |z| in the domains
of their analyticity:
P̂±(x; z)→
[
m̂∞+ (x) 0
0 n̂∞+ (x)
]
=: P̂∞(x), as |z| → ∞.
In order to normalize the boundary conditions, we define
(4.8) M̂±(x; z) :=
[
P̂∞(x)
]−1
P̂±(x; z), z ∈ C± .
The following Riemann-Hilbert problem is formulated for the function M̂(x; ·).
Riemann-Hilbert problem 2. For each x ∈ R, find a 2 × 2-matrix valued function M̂(x; ·)
such that
(1) M̂(x; ·) is piecewise analytic in C \R with continuous boundary values
M̂±(x; z) = lim
ε↓0
M̂(x; z ± iε), z ∈ R.
(2) M̂(x; z)→ I as |z| → ∞.
(3) The boundary values M̂±(x; ·) on R satisfy the jump relation
M̂+(x; z) − M̂−(x; z) = M̂−(x; z)R̂(x; z),
where
R̂(x; z) :=
[
0 −r̂−(z)e i2 (z−z−1)x
−r̂+(z)e− i2 (z−z−1)x r̂+(z)r̂−(z)
]
.
It follows from the asymptotic limit (2.23) and the normalization (4.8) that the components (u, v)
of the MTM system (1.1) can be recovered from the solution of the Riemann–Hilbert problem 2 by
using the following reconstruction formulas:
(4.9)
[−2iv′(x) + |u(x)|2v(x) + u(x)] e− i2 ∫+∞x (|u|2+|v|2)dy = lim
|z|→∞
z
[
M̂(x; z)
]
21
and
(4.10) v(x)e
i
2
∫+∞
x
(|u|2+|v|2)dy = lim
|z|→∞
z
[
M̂(x; z)
]
12
,
where the subscript denotes the element of the 2× 2 matrix M .
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Let us now outline the reconstruction procedure for (u, v) as a solution of the MTM system (1.1)
in the inverse scattering transform. If the right-hand sides of (4.5) and (4.10) are controlled in the
space H1(R) ∩ L2,1(R), then (u˜, v˜) ∈ H1(R) ∩ L2,1(R), where
u˜(x) = u(x)e
i
2
∫+∞
x
(|u|2+|v|2)dy, v˜(x) = v(x)e−
i
2
∫+∞
x
(|u|2+|v|2)dy.
Since |u˜(x)| = |u(x)| and |v˜(x)| = |v(x)|, the gauge factors can be immediately inverted, and since
H1(R) is continuously embedded into Lp(R) for any p ≥ 2, we then have (u, v) ∈ H1(R)∩L2,1(R). If
the right-hand sides of (4.4) and (4.9) are also controlled in H1(R)∩L2,1(R), then similar arguments
give (u′, v′) ∈ H1(R) ∩ L2,1(R), that is, (u, v) ∈ H2(R) ∩H1,1(R), in agreement with the function
space used for direct scattering transform.
Remark 6. It follows from the limit (3.16) that R(x; 0) = R̂(x; 0) = 0 implying M+(x; 0) =
M−(x; 0) and M̂+(x; 0) = M̂−(x; 0). More precisely, using (2.26), (2.27), (3.14), (3.15), and
ω = z−1 we can derive
M(x; 0) =
[
m∞+ (x) 0
0 n∞+ (x)
]−1 [
1 v(x)
u(x) 1 + u(x)v(x)
] [
m̂∞+ (x) 0
0 n̂∞+ (x)
]
and
M̂(x; 0) =
[
m̂∞+ (x) 0
0 n̂∞+ (x)
]−1 [
1 u(x)
v(x) 1 + u(x)v(x)
] [
m∞+ (x) 0
0 n∞+ (x)
]
.
In particular, the following holds:
[M(x; 0)]11 =
m̂∞+ (x)
m∞+ (x)
= e−
i
2
∫+∞
x
(|u|2+|v|2)dy, [M̂(x; 0)]11 =
m∞+ (x)
m̂∞+ (x)
= e
i
2
∫+∞
x
(|u|2+|v|2)dy.
In these formulas, we regain the same exponential factors as those in the reconstruction formulas
(4.5) and (4.10). Hence, by substitution we obtain the following two decoupled reconstruction
formulas:
(4.11) u(x) = [M(x; 0)]11 lim
|ω|→∞
ω[M(x;ω)]12, v(x) = [M̂(x; 0)]11 lim
|z|→∞
z[M̂ (x; z)]12.
Whereas equations (4.4), (4.5), (4.9) and (4.10) are suitable for studying the inverse map of the
scattering transformation in the sense of Theorem 2, the equivalent formulas (4.11) are useful in
the analysis of the asymptotic behavior of u(x) and v(x) as |x| → ∞.
4.3. Estimates on the reflection coefficients. In order to be able to solve the Riemann–Hilbert
problems 1 and 2, we need to derive estimates on the reflection coefficients r± and r̂± defined by
(4.2) and (4.7). We start with the Jost functions. In order to exclude ambiguity in notations, we
write m±(x; z) ∈ H1z (R) for the same purpose as m±(x; ·) ∈ H1(R).
Thanks to the Fourier theory reviewed in Proposition 1 in [29], the Volterra integral equations
(2.11) and (2.20) with the oscillation factors e
i
2
(ω−1−ω) and e
i
2
(z−z−1)x are estimated respectively
in the limits |ω| → ∞ and |z| → ∞, where ω := z−1, similarly to what was done in the proof of
Lemma 3 in [29]. As a result, we obtain the following.
Lemma 8. Let (u, v) ∈ H1,1(R). Then for every x ∈ R±, we have
(4.12) m±(x;ω
−1)−m∞± (x)e1 ∈ H1ω(R \[−1, 1]), n±(x;ω−1)− n∞± (x)e2 ∈ H1ω(R \[−1, 1]).
and
(4.13) m̂±(x; z)− m̂∞± (x)e1 ∈ H1z (R \[−1, 1]), n̂±(x; z) − n̂∞± (x)e2 ∈ H1z (R \[−1, 1]).
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If in addition (u, v) ∈ H2(R), then
ω
[
m±(x;ω
−1)
m∞± (x)
− e1
]
−
( − ∫ x±∞ [u(ux − i2u|v|2 − i2v)− i2uv] dy
2iux + u|v|2 + v
)
∈ L2ω(R \[−1, 1]),(4.14a)
ω
[
n±(x;ω
−1)
n∞± (x)
− e2
]
−
(
u∫ x
±∞
[
u(ux − i2u|v|2 − i2v)− i2uv
]
dy
)
∈ L2ω(R \[−1, 1]).(4.14b)
and
z
[
m̂±(x; z)
m̂∞± (x)
− e1
]
−
( − ∫ x±∞ [v(vx + i2 |u|2v + i2u) + i2uv] dy
−2ivx + |u|2v + u
)
∈ L2z(R \[−1, 1]),(4.15a)
z
[
n̂±(x; z)
n̂∞± (x)
− e2
]
−
(
v∫ x
±∞
[
v(vx +
i
2 |u|2v + i2u) + i2uv
]
dy
)
∈ L2z(R \[−1, 1]).(4.15b)
The following lemma transfers the estimates of Lemma 8 to the scattering coefficients a and b±
by using the same analysis as in the proof of Lemma 4 in [29].
Lemma 9. Let (u, v) ∈ H1,1(R). Then,
(4.16) a(ω−1)− a0, b+(ω−1), b−(ω−1) ∈ H1ω(R \[−1, 1]),
and
(4.17) a(z) − a∞, b+(z), b−(z) ∈ H1z (R \[−1, 1]).
If in addition (u, v) ∈ H2(R), then
(4.18) b+(ω
−1), b−(ω
−1) ∈ L2,1ω (R \[−1, 1]),
and
(4.19) b+(z), b−(z) ∈ L2,1z (R \[−1, 1]).
The following lemma transfers the estimates of Lemma 9 to the reflection coefficients r± and r̂±.
We give an elementary proof of this result since it is based on new computations compared to [29].
Lemma 10. Assume (u, v) ∈ X(u,v), where X(u,v) is given by (1.5), and a satisfies Assumption 1.
Then (r+, r−) ∈ X(r+,r−), where X(r+,r−) is given by (1.6).
Proof. Under the conditions of the lemma, it follows from Lemma 9 and from the definitions (4.2)
and (4.7) that
r±(ω) ∈ H˙1ω(R \[−1, 1]) ∩ L˙2,1ω (R \[−1, 1])
and
rˆ±(ω) ∈ H˙1z (R \[−1, 1]) ∩ L˙2,1z (R \[−1, 1]).
It also follows from (4.2) and (4.7) that r±(ω) = r̂∓(ω
−1).
If f(x) ∈ L˙2,1x (1,∞) and f˜(y) := f(y−1), then f˜(y) ∈ L˙2,−2y (0, 1), which follows by the chain rule:∫ ∞
1
x2|f(x)|2dx =
∫ 1
0
y−4|f˜(y)|2dy.
Since L˙2,1(1,∞) is continuously embedded into L˙2,−2(1,∞) and L˙2,−2(0, 1) is continuously embed-
ded into L˙2,1(0, 1), we verify that r±(z) ∈ L˙2,1z (R) ∩ L˙2,−2z (R) and rˆ±(ω) ∈ L˙2,1ω (R) ∩ L˙2,−2ω (R).
Finally, if f(x) ∈ H˙1x(1,∞) and f˜(y) := f(y−1), then f˜(y) ∈ H˙1,1y (0, 1), which follows by the
chain rule f ′(x) = −x−2f˜ ′(x−1) and∫ ∞
1
|f ′(x)|2dx =
∫ 1
0
y2|f˜ ′(y)|2dy.
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Combing all requirements together, we obtain the space X(r+,r−) both for (r+, r−) in z and for
(rˆ+, rˆ−) in ω, where X(r+,r−) is given by (1.6). 
Remark 7. It follows from the relations (3.7) and (3.11) that r+(ω) = ωr−(ω) and r̂+(z) = zr̂−(z).
Then, it follows from Lemma 10 and the chain rule that
if r+, rˆ+ ∈ H˙1(R \[−1, 1]) ∩ L˙2,1(R), then r−, rˆ− ∈ H˙1,1(R \[−1, 1]) ∩ L˙2,2(R)
and
if r−, rˆ− ∈ H˙1,1([−1, 1]) ∩ L˙2,−2(R) then r+, rˆ+ ∈ H˙1([−1, 1]) ∩ L˙2,−3(R).
Therefore, we have r+, rˆ+ ∈ H˙1(R)∩ L˙2,1(R)∩ L˙2,−3(R) and r−, rˆ− ∈ H˙1,1(R)∩ L˙2,2(R)∩ L˙2,−2(R).
Remark 8. It may appear strange for the first glance that the direct and inverse scattering trans-
forms for the MTM system (1.1) connect potentials (u, v) ∈ X(u,v) and reflection coefficients
(r+, r−) ∈ X(r+,r−) in different spaces, whereas the Fourier transform provides an isomorphism
in the space H1(R) ∩ L2,1(R). However, the appearance of X(u,v) spaces for the potential (u, v) is
not surprising due to the transformation of the linear operator L to the equivalent forms (2.7) and
(2.17). The condition (u, v) ∈ X(u,v) ensures that (Q1,2, Qˆ1,2) ∈ H1(R) ∩ L2,1(R), hence, the di-
rect and inverse scattering transform for the MTM system (1.1) provides a transformation between
(Q1,2, Qˆ1,2) ∈ H1(R) ∩ L2,1(R) and (r+, r−) ∈ X(r+,r−), which is a natural transformation under
the Fourier transform with oscillatory phase eix(ω−ω
−1). This allows us to avoid reproducing the
Fourier analysis anew and to apply all the technical results from [29] without any changes, as these
results generalize the classical results of Deift & Zhou [11, 37] obtained for the cubic NLS equation.
4.4. Solvability of the Riemann–Hilbert problems. Let us define the reflection coefficient
(4.20) r(λ) :=
β(λ)
α(λ)
, λ ∈ R∪(iR)\{0}.
Recall the relations (3.7), (3.11), (4.2), and (4.7) which yield
(4.21) λ−1r(λ) = r+(ω) = ωr−(ω), ω ∈ R \{0}.
and
(4.22) λr(λ) = r̂+(z) = zr̂−(z), z ∈ R \{0}.
Also recall that z = λ2 and ω = λ−2. By extending the proof of Propositions 2 and 3 in [29], we
obtain the following.
Lemma 11. If (r+, r−) ∈ X(r+,r−), then
(4.23) r(λ) ∈ L2,1ω (R) ∩ L∞ω (R), r(λ) ∈ L2,1z (R) ∩ L∞z (R),
and
(4.24) λ−1r+(ω) ∈ L∞ω (R), λrˆ+(z) ∈ L∞z (R).
Proof. Let us prove the embeddings in L2z(R) space. The proof of the embeddings in L
2
ω(R) space
is analogous. Relation (4.22) implies |r(λ)|2 = |rˆ+(z)||rˆ−(z)| and
r(λ) =
{
λ−1rˆ+(z), |z| ≥ 1,
λrˆ−(z), |z| ≤ 1.
Since rˆ+, rˆ− ∈ L2,1(R), Cauchy–Schwarz inequality implies r(λ) ∈ L2,1z (R). Since rˆ+ ∈ H1(R) by
Remark 7, r(λ) ∈ L∞z (R \[−1, 1]). In order to prove that r(λ) ∈ L∞z ([−1, 1]), we will show that
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λrˆ−(z) ∈ L∞z ([−1, 1]). This follows from the representation
zrˆ−(z)
2 =
∫ z
0
[
rˆ2−(z) + 2zrˆ−(z)rˆ
′
−(z)
]
dz
and the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, since rˆ− ∈ H˙1,1(R) ∩ L2(R). Similarly, λrˆ+(z) ∈ L∞(R) since
rˆ+ ∈ H1(R) ∩ L2,1(R). 
Remark 9. By using the relations (3.8), we obtain another constraint on r(λ):
(4.25) 1− |r(λ)|2 = 1|α(λ)|2 ≥ c
2
0 > 0, λ ∈ iR,
where c0 := supλ∈iR |α(λ)| <∞, which exists thanks to Lemma 6.
Under Assumption 1 as well as the constraints (4.23) and (4.25), the jump matrices in the
Riemann–Hilbert problems 1 and 2 satisfy the same estimates as in Proposition 5 in [29]. Hence
these Riemann–Hilbert problems can be solved and estimated with the same technique as in the
proofs of Lemmas 7, 8, and 9 in [29]. The following summarizes this result.
Lemma 12. Under Assumption 1, for every r(λ) ∈ L2ω(R) ∩ L∞ω (R) satisfying (4.25), there exists
a unique solution of the Riemann–Hilbert problem 1 satisfying for every x ∈ R:
(4.26) ‖M±(x;ω)− I‖L2ω ≤ C‖r(λ)‖L2ω ,
where the positive constant C only depends on ‖r(λ)‖L∞ω . Similarly, under Assumption 1, for every
r(λ) ∈ L2z(R) ∩ L∞z (R) satisfying (4.25), there exists a unique solution of the Riemann–Hilbert
problem 2 satisfying for every x ∈ R:
(4.27) ‖M̂±(x; z) − I‖L2z ≤ Ĉ‖r(λ)‖L2z
where the positive constant Ĉ only depends on ‖r(λ)‖L∞z .
The potentials u and v are recovered respectively fromM and M̂ by means of the reconstruction
formulas (4.5) and (4.10), whereas the derivatives of the potentials u′ and v′ are recovered from
the reconstruction formulas (4.4) and (4.9). At the first order in terms of the scattering coefficient
(see, e.g., [3]), we have to analyze the integrals like
(4.28) lim
|ω|→∞
ω[M(x;ω)]12 ∼ i
2pi
∫
R
r−(ω)e
− i
2
(ω−ω−1)xdω
in the space H1x(R) ∩ L2,1x (R). In order to control the remainder term of the representation (4.28)
in H1x(R)∩L2,1x (R), we need to generalize Proposition 7 in [29] for the case of the oscillatory factor
Θ(s) =
1
2
(
s− 1
s
)
.
The following lemma presents this generalization in the function space
X0 := H
1(R\[−1, 1]) ∩ H˙1,1([−1, 1]) ∩ L˙2,−1([−1, 1]).
The proof of this lemma is a non-trivial generalization of analysis of the Fourier integrals.
Lemma 13. There is a positive constant C such that for all x0 ∈ R+ and all f ∈ X0, we have
(4.29) sup
x∈(x0,∞)
‖〈x〉P±[f(⋄)e∓ixΘ(⋄)]‖L2(R) ≤ C‖f‖X0
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where 〈x〉 := (1 + x2)1/2 and the Cauchy projection operators are explicitly given by
P±[f(⋄)](z) := lim
ε↓0
1
2pii
∫
R
f(s)
s− (z ± i ε)ds, z ∈ R .
In addition, if f ∈ X0 ∩ L˙2,−1(R), then
(4.30) sup
x∈R
‖P±[f(⋄)e∓ixΘ(⋄)]‖L∞(R) ≤ C
(
‖f‖X0 + ‖f‖L˙2,−1(R)
)
.
Furthermore, if f ∈ L2,1(R) ∩ L˙2,−1(R), then
(4.31) sup
x∈R
‖P±[(⋄ − ⋄−1)f(⋄)e∓ixΘ(⋄)]‖L2(R) ≤ C
(
‖f‖L2,1(R) + ‖f‖L˙2,−1(R)
)
.
Proof. Consider the decomposition
f(s)e∓ixΘ(s) = f(s)e∓ixΘ(s)χR−(s) + f(s)e
∓ixΘ(s)χR+(s),
where χS is a characteristic function on the set S ⊂ R. Thanks to the linearity of P±, it is sufficient
to consider separately the functions f that vanish either on R+ or on R−. In the following we give
an estimate for P+[f(⋄)e−ixΘ(⋄)χR+(⋄)]. The other case is handled analogously.
Fix x > 0 and consider the following decomposition:
(4.32) f(s)e−ixΘ(s)χR+(s) = hI(x, s) + hII(x, s),
with
hI(x, s) = e
−ixΘ(s) 1
2pi
∫ ∞
x/4
eik(s−s
−1)a[f ](k)dk
and
hII(x, s) = e
−ix
4
(s−s−1) 1
2pi
∫ x/4
−∞
ei(k−
x
4
)(s−s−1)a[f ](k)dk,
where
(4.33) a[f ](k) :=
∫ ∞
0
e−ik(s−s
−1)1 + s
2
s2
f(s)ds.
The following change of coordinates
y(s) = s− s−1, s(y) = y
2
+
√
1 +
y2
4
, s′(y) =
1
2
+
y
4
(√
1 +
y2
4
)−1
=
s(y)2
1 + s(y)2
shows that a[f ](k) = F[f˜ ](k), where the function f˜ is given by
f˜(y) = f(s(y)), y ∈ R
and F denotes the Fourier transform
F[f˜ ](k) =
∫ ∞
−∞
e−ikyf˜(y)dy.
We obtain
‖f˜‖2L2(R) =
∫
R
|f(s(y))|2dy =
∫ ∞
0
1 + s2
s2
|f(s)|2ds ≤ ‖f‖2X0
and
‖f˜ ′‖2L2(R) =
∫
R
(
s(y)2
1 + s(y)2
)2
|f ′(s(y))|2dy =
∫ ∞
0
s2
1 + s2
|f ′(s)|2ds ≤ ‖f‖2X0 .
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It follows that f˜ ∈ H1(R) and thus by Fourier theory a[f ](k) ∈ L2,1k (R). Using the inverse Fourier
transform
F−1[g](y) =
1
2pi
∫
R
eiykg(k)dk,
we find for s > 0:
(4.34) f(s) = f˜(y(s)) = F−1[a[f ]](y(s)) =
1
2pi
∫
R
eik(s−s
−1)a[f ](k)dk.
Addressing the decomposition (4.32), we obtain for the functions hI thanks to s
′(y) < 1:
(4.35) ‖hI(x, ·)‖2L2(R+) ≤
∥∥∥∥∥ 12pi
∫ ∞
x/4
eikya[f ](k)dk
∥∥∥∥∥
L2y(R)
=
∫ ∞
x/4
|a[f ](k)|2dk ≤ C
1 + x2
‖a[f ]‖2L2,1(R).
On the other hand, the function hII(x, ·) is analytic in the domain {Im(s) < 0} and additionally
for s = −iξ with ξ ∈ R+ we have
|hII(x, s)| ≤ C‖a[f ]‖L2,1(R)e−
x
4
(ξ+ξ−1).
Therefore, ‖hII(x, ·)‖L2(iR−) is decaying exponentially as x→∞. Now we have
‖P+[f(⋄)e−ixΘ(⋄)χR+(⋄)]‖L2(R) ≤ ‖P+[hI(x, ⋄)χR+(⋄)]‖L2(R) + ‖P+[hII(x, ⋄)χR+(⋄)]‖L2(R)
Since P+ is a bounded operator L2(R+)→ L2(R) it follows by (4.35) that
‖P+[hI(x, ⋄)χR+(⋄)]‖L2(R) ≤ ‖hI(x, ·)‖2L2(R+) ≤ C〈x〉−1‖f‖2X0 .
Using a suitable path of integration and the analyticity of hII we find that
P+[hII(x, ⋄)](z) = −PiR− [hII(x, ⋄)](z),
where
PiR− [h](z) :=
1
2pii
∫ 0
−∞
h(is)
is − z ds, z ∈ R,
for a function h : iR− → C. Since PiR− is a bounded operator L2(iR−) → L2(R) (see, e.g.,
estimate (23.11) in [4]) and because ‖hII(x, ·)‖L2(iR−) is decaying exponentially as x → ∞, the
proof of the estimate (4.29) is complete.
In order to prove the estimate (4.30), we first note that for z ≤ 0
|P+[e−ixΘ(⋄)f(⋄)χR+(⋄)](z)| ≤
∫ ∞
0
|f(s)|
s
ds
≤
(∫ 1
0
|f(s)|2
s2
ds
)1/2
+
(∫ ∞
1
1
s2
ds
)1/2(∫ ∞
1
|f(s)|2ds
)1/2
≤ C
(
‖f‖X0 + ‖f‖L˙2,−1(R)
)
.(4.36)
Thus it remains to estimate |P+[e−ixΘ(⋄)f(⋄)χR+(⋄)](z)| for z > 0. First, we will derive a bound
for the special case x = 0 and by (4.39) below we will see that the same bound holds for any x ∈ R.
Therfore, using (4.34) we decompose
f(s) = h+(s) + h−(s), h±(s) := ± 1
2pi
∫ ±∞
0
eik(s−s
−1)a[f ](k)dk,
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where h± has an analytic extension within the domain {s ∈ C : Re(s) > 0,± Im(s) > 0} and for
ξ > 0 we have
(4.37) |h±(±iξ)| ≤ C‖e−k(ξ+ξ−1)‖L2(R+)‖a[f ]‖L2k(R±) =
C√
2
√
ξ
1 + ξ2
‖a[f ]‖L2
k
(R±).
Using a residue calculation we obtain for z > 0
P+[f(⋄)χR+(⋄)](z) = lim
ε↓0
1
2pii
∫ ∞
0
h+(s) + h−(s)
s− (z ± i ε) ds
= PiR+ [h+](z) − PiR− [h−](z) + h+(z).
Thanks to the bound (4.37), the summands PiR+ [h+](z) and PiR− [h−](z) are estimated in the
following way,
sup
z∈R+
|PiR± [h±](z)| ≤
∫ ∞
0
|h±(±iξ)|
ξ
dξ
≤ C
∫ ∞
0
1√
ξ
√
1 + ξ2
dξ‖a[f ]‖L2
k
(R±)
≤ C‖a[f ]‖L2
k
(R±).
In addition, for z > 0 we have |h+(z)| ≤ ‖a[f ]‖L1
k
(R+) so that the triangle inequality implies:
(4.38) sup
z∈R+
|P+[f(⋄)χR+(⋄)](z)| ≤ C
(‖a[f ]‖L1(R) + ‖a[f ]‖L2(R)) .
Now, let us reinsert the factor e−ixΘ(s). From the definition of a it follows that multiplication by
e−ixΘ(s) is equivalent of a shift of a[f ](k) in the k-variable,
(4.39) a[e−ixΘ(⋄)f(⋄)](k) = a[f(⋄)]
(
k +
x
2
)
.
Thus, the L1(R) ∩ L2(R)-norm with respect to k of a[e−ixΘ(⋄)f(⋄)](k) does not depend on x.
Therefore, (4.38) yields
sup
z∈R+
|P+[e−ixΘ(⋄)f(⋄)χR+(⋄)](z)| ≤ C‖a[e−ixΘ(⋄)f(⋄)]‖L1(R)∩L2(R)
= C‖a[f ]‖L1(R)∩L2(R) ≤ C‖f‖X0 ,(4.40)
which, together with (4.36), completes the proof of (4.30).
Finally, the bound (4.31) follows from ‖P±‖L2→L2 = 1 and the fact that (s − s−1)f(s) ∈ L2s(R)
if f ∈ L2,1(R) ∩ L˙2,−1(R). 
The first term in (4.28) is estimated with a similar change of coordinates y := ω−ω−1 and further
analysis in the proof of Lemma 13. However, it is controlled H1x(R) ∩ L2,1x (R) if the scattering
coefficient r− is defined in X(r+,r−) according to the bound
(4.41)
∣∣∣∣∫
R
r−(ω)e
− i
2
(ω−ω−1)xdω
∣∣∣∣
H1x(R)∩L
2,1
x (R)
≤ C‖r−‖X(r+,r−) .
By using the estimate (4.41) and the estimates of Lemma 13, we can proceed similarly to Lemmas
10, 11, and 12 in [29]. The following lemma summarize the estimates on the potential (u, v) obtained
from the reconstruction formulas (4.4)–(4.5) and (4.9)–(4.10).
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Lemma 14. Under Assumption 1, for every (r+, r−) ∈ X(r+,r−) and (r̂+, r̂−) ∈ X(r+,r−), the
components (u, v) ∈ X(u,v) satisfy the bound
(4.42) ‖u‖H2∩H1,1+‖v‖H2∩H1,1 ≤ C
(
‖r+‖X(r+,r−) + ‖r−‖X(r+,r−) + ‖rˆ+‖X(r+,r−) + ‖rˆ−‖X(r+,r−)
)
,
where the positive constant C depends on ‖r±‖X(r+,r−) and ‖rˆ±‖X(r+,r−) .
Lemma 9 proves the first assertion of Theorem 2. Lemma 14 proves the second assertion of
Theorem 2 at t = 0. It remains to prove the second assertion of Theorem 2 for every t ∈ R.
4.5. Time evolution of the spectral data. Thanks to the well-posedness result of Theorem 1
and standard estimates in weighted L2-based Sobolev spaces, there exists a global solution (u, v) ∈
C(R,X(u,v)) to the MTM system (1.1) for any initial data (u, v)|t=0 = (u0, v0) ∈ X(u,v). For this
global solution, the normalized Jost functions (2.2) can be extended for every t ∈ R:
(4.43)
{
ϕ±(t, x;λ) = ψ
(±)
1 (t, x;λ)e
−ix(λ2−λ−2)/4−it(λ2+λ−2)/4,
φ±(t, x;λ) = ψ
(±)
2 (t, x;λ)e
ix(λ2−λ−2)/4+it(λ2+λ−2)/4.
where (ϕ±, φ±) still satisfy the same boundary conditions (2.3). Introducing the scattering coeffi-
cients in the same way as in Section 3, we obtain the time evolution of the scattering coefficients:
(4.44) α(t, λ) = α(0, λ), β(t, λ) = β(0, λ)e−it(λ
2+λ−2)/2, λ ∈ R∪(iR)\{0}.
Transferring the scattering coefficients to the reflection coefficients with the help of (3.7), (3.11),
(4.2), and (4.7) yields the time evolution of the reflection coefficients:
(4.45) r±(t, ω) = r±(0, ω)e
−it(ω+ω−1)/2, ω ∈ R \{0}
and
(4.46) rˆ±(t, z) = rˆ±(0, z)e
−it(z+z−1)/2, z ∈ R \{0}.
It is now clear that if r± and rˆ± are in X(r+,r−) at the initial time t = 0, then they remain
in X(r+,r−) for every t ∈ R. Thus, the recovery formulas of Lemma 14 for the global solution
(u, v) ∈ C(R,X(u,v)) to the MTM system (1.1) hold for every t ∈ R. This proves the second
assertion of Theorem 2 for every t ∈ R. Hence Theorem 2 is proven.
Remark 10. Adding the time dependence to the Riemann-Hilbert problem 1 we find the time-
dependent jump relation M+(x, t;ω)−M−(x, t;ω) =M−(x, t;ω)R(x, t;ω), where
R(x, t;ω) :=
[
r+(ω)r−(ω) r−(ω)e
− i
2
(ω−ω−1)x+ i
2
(ω+ω−1)t
r+(ω)e
i
2
(ω−ω−1)x− i
2
(ω+ω−1)t 0
]
.
The same phase function as in R(x, t;ω) appears in the inverse scattering theory for the sine-
Gordon equation. A Riemann-Hilbert problem with such a phase function was studied in [7], where
the long-time behavior of the sine-Gordon equation was analyzed.
Remark 11. In the context of the MTM system (1.1), it is more natural to address global solutions
in weighted H1 space such as H1,1(R) and drop the requirement (u, v) ∈ H2(R). The scattering
coefficients r± and rˆ± are then defined in the space X0. However, there are two obstacles to develop
the inverse scattering transform for such a larger class of initial data. First, the asymptotic limits
(2.14a) and (2.23a) are not justified, therefore, the recovery formulas (4.4) and (4.9) cannot be
utilized. Second, without requirement r±, rˆ± ∈ L2,1(R), the time evolution (4.45)–(4.46) is not
closed in X0 since r−, rˆ− ∈ L2,−2(R) cannot be verified. In this sense, the space X(u,v) for (u, v)
and X(r+,r−) for (r+, r−) and (r̂+, r̂−) are optimal for the inverse scattering transform of the MTM
system (1.1).
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5. Conclusion
We gave functional-analytical details on how the direct and inverse scattering transforms can
be applied to solve the initial-value problem for the MTM system in laboratory coordinates. We
showed that initial data (u0, v0) ∈ X(u,v) admitting no eigenvalues or resonances defines uniquely
the spectral data (r+, r−) in X(r+,r−). With the time evolution added, the spectral data (r+, r−)
remain in the space X(r+,r−) and determine uniquely the solution (u, v) to the MTM system (1.1)
in the space X(u,v).
We conclude the paper with a list of open questions.
The long-range scattering of solutions to the MTM system (1.1) for small initial data for which
the assumption of no eigenvalues or resonances is justified can be considered based on the inverse
scattering transform presented here. This will be the subject of the forthcoming work, where the
long-range scattering results in [6] obtained by regular functional-analytical methods are to be
improved.
The generalization of the inverse scattering transform in the case of eigenvalues is easy and
can be performed similarly to what was done for the derivative NLS equation in [27]. However,
it is not so easy to include resonances and other spectral singularities in the inverse scattering
transform. In particular, the case of algebraic solitons [20] corresponds to the spectral singularities
of the scattering coefficients due to slow decay of (u, v) and analysis of this singular case is an open
question.
Finally, another interesting question is to consider the inverse scattering transform for the initial
data decaying to constant (nonzero) boundary conditions. The MTM system (1.1) admits solitary
waves over the nonzero background [2] and analysis of spectral and orbital stability of such solitary
waves is at the infancy stage.
References
[1] I.V. Barashenkov and B.S. Getmanov, “Multisoliton solutions in the scheme for unified description of integrable
relativistic massive fields. Non-degenerate sl(2, C) case”, Commun. Math. Phys. 112 (1987) 423–446.
[2] I.V. Barashenkov and B.S. Getmanov, “The unified approach to integrable relativistic equations: Soliton solu-
tions over nonvanishing backgrounds. II”, J. Math. Phys. 34 (1993), 3054–3072.
[3] R. Beals and R. R. Coifman, “Scattering and inverse scattering for first order systems”, Comm. Pure Appl.
Math. 37 (1984), 39–90.
[4] Richard Beals, Percy Deift, and Carlos Tomei. Direct and Inverse Scattering on the Line. American Mathematical
Soc., 1988.
[5] T. Candy, “Global existence for an L2-critical nonlinear Dirac equation in one dimension”, Adv. Diff. Eqs. 7-8
(2011), 643–666.
[6] T. Candy and H. Lindblad, “Long range scattering for the cubic Dirac equation on R1+1”, Diff. Integral Equat.
31 (2018), 507–518.
[7] P.-J. Cheng, S. Venakides, and X. Zhou, “Long-time asymptotics for the pure radiation solution of the sine-
Gordon equation”, Comm. PDEs 24, Nos. 7-8 (1999), 1195–1262.
[8] A. Contreras and D.E. Pelinovsky, “Stability of multi-solitons in the cubic NLS equation”, J. Hyperbolic Differ.
Equ. 11 (2014), 329–353.
[9] A. Contreras, D.E. Pelinovsky, and Y. Shimabukuro, “L2 orbital stability of Dirac solitons in the massive Thirring
model”, Comm. in PDEs 41 (2016), 227–255.
[10] S. Cuccagna and D.E. Pelinovsky, “The asymptotic stability of solitons in the cubic NLS equation on the line”,
Applicable Analysis, 93 (2014), 791–822.
[11] P.A. Deift and X. Zhou, “Long-time asymptotics for solutions of the NLS equation with initial data in weighted
Sobolev spaces”, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 56 (2003), 1029–1077.
[12] D.J. Gross and A. Neveu, “Dynamical symmetry breaking in asymptotically free field theories”, Phys. Rev. D
10 (1974), 3235-3253.
[13] H. Huh, “Global strong solutions to the Thirring model in critical space”, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 381 (2011),
513–520.
22 DMITRY E. PELINOVSKY AND AARON SAALMANN
[14] H. Huh, “Global solutions to Gross–Neveu equation”, Lett. Math. Phys. 103 (2013), 927–931.
[15] H. Huh and B. Moon, “Low regularity well-posedness for Gross–Neveu equations”, Comm. Pure Appl. Anal. 14
(2015), 1903–1913.
[16] R. Jenkins, J. Liu, P.A. Perry, and C. Sulem, “Global well-posedness for the derivative nonlinear Schro¨dinger
equation”, Comm. in PDEs (2018).
[17] R. Jenkins, J. Liu, P.A. Perry, and C. Sulem, “Soliton resolution for the derivative nonlinear Schro¨dinger equa-
tion”, Comm. Math. Phys (2018).
[18] D.J. Kaup and A.C. Newell, ”On the Coleman correspondence and the solution of the Massive Thirring model”,
Lett. Nuovo Cimento 20 (1977), 325–331.
[19] D. Kaup and A. Newell, “An exact solution for a derivative nonlinear Schro¨dinger equation”, J. Math. Phys. 19
(1978), 789–801.
[20] M. Klaus, D.E. Pelinovsky, and V.M. Rothos, “Evans function for Lax operators with algebraically decaying
potentials”, J. Nonlin. Sci. 16 (2006), 1–44.
[21] E.A. Kuznetzov and A.V. Mikhailov, “On the complete integrability of the two-dimensional classical Thirring
model”, Theor. Math. Phys. 30 (1977), 193–200.
[22] J. Liu, P.A. Perry, and C. Sulem, “Global existence for the derivative nonlinear Schro¨dinger equation by the
method of inverse scattering”, Comm. in PDEs 41 (2016), 1692–1760.
[23] J. Liu, P.A. Perry, and C. Sulem, “Long-time behavior of solutions to the derivative nonlinear Schro¨dinger
eqation for soliton-free initial data”, Ann. Inst. H. Poincare´ C - Analyse non-line´aire 35 (2018), 217–265.
[24] A.V. Mikhailov, “Integrability of the two-dimensional Thirring model”, JETP Lett. 23 (1976), 320–323.
[25] S. J. Orfanidis, “Soliton solutions of the massive Thirring model and the inverse scattering transform”, Phys.
Rev. D 14 (1976), 472–478.
[26] D.E. Pelinovsky, “Survey on global existence in the nonlinear Dirac equations in one dimension”, in Harmonic
Analysis and Nonlinear Partial Differential Equations (Editors: T. Ozawa and M. Sugimoto) RIMS Kokyuroku
Bessatsu B26 (2011), 37–50.
[27] D. E. Pelinovsky, A. Saalmann, and Y. Shimabukuro, “The derivative NLS equation: global existence with
solitons”, Dynamics of PDE 14 (2017), 271–294.
[28] D. E. Pelinovsky and Y. Shimabukuro, “Orbital stability of Dirac solitons”, Lett. Math. Phys. 104 (2014), 21–41.
[29] D. E. Pelinovsky and Y. Shimabukuro, “Existence of global solutions to the derivative NLS equation with the
inverse scattering transform method”, Inter Math Res Notices (2018), doi: 10.1093/imrn/rnx051.
[30] A. Saalmann, “Asymptotic stability of N-solitons in the cubic NLS equation”, J. Hyperbolic Differ. Equ. 14
(2017), 455–485.
[31] S. Selberg and A. Tesfahun, “Low regularity well-posedness for some nonlinear Dirac equations in one space
dimension”, Diff. Integral Eqs. 23 (2010), 265–278.
[32] M. Soler, “Classical, stable, nonlinear spinor field with positive rest energy”, Phys. Rev. D. 1 (1970), 2766–2769.
[33] W. Thirring, “A soluble relativistic field theory”, Annals of Physics 3 (1958), 91-112.
[34] J. Villarroel, “The DBAR problem and the Thirring model”, Stud. Appl. Math. 84 (1991), 207–220.
[35] Y. Zhang, “Global strong solution to a nonlinear Dirac type equation in one dimension, Nonlin. Anal.: Th.
Meth. Appl. 80 (2013), 150–155.
[36] Y. Zhang and Q. Zhao, “Global solution to nonlinear Dirac equation for Gross–Neveu model in 1+1 dimensions,
Nonlin. Anal.: Th. Meth. Appl. 118 (2015), 82–96.
[37] X. Zhou, “L2-Sobolev space bijectivity of the scattering and inverse scattering transforms”, Comm. Pure Appl.
Math., 51 (1998), 697–731.
[38] X. Zhou, “Inverse scattering transform for systems with rational spectral dependence”, J. Diff. Eqs. 115 (1995),
277–303.
(D.E. Pelinovsky) Department of Mathematics, McMaster University, Hamilton ON, Canada, L8S 4K1
E-mail address: dmpeli@math.mcmaster.ca
(A. Saalmann) Mathematisches Institut, Universita¨t zu Ko¨ln, 50931 Ko¨ln, Germany
E-mail address: asaalman@math.uni-koeln.de
